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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 102 of this title, If the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
Invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 29-31 , 33, 34, 37 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sosalla et al. (US 2003/0022781 ) in view of Bullock et al. (US 
2002/0151452). 

Sosalla discloses the invention as claimed including forming/utilizing a web of 
hydro-entangled cotton material 31, layering the material, removing excess moisture, 
impregnating the material with a cleansing liquid, forming a plurality of pads 22 having a 
tear away link, zigzag folding the pads and inserting the pads into a dispenser 10, 
having an opening (see figures 1, 3, 4, 9 and para. 0053-0061). 

What Sosalla does not disclose is the material having a dry weight in the range 
1 70-250 or 200-250 grams per square meter. However, Bullock teaches that it is old 
and well known in the art at the time the invention was made to manufacture a web of 
pre-moistened hydro-entangled material with a dry weight of up to 200 grams per meter 
for the purpose of manufacturing a durable wipe which can hold a predetermined 
amount of moisture (see para. 0068). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have provided the invention of Sosalla with the 
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material dry weiglit as tauglit by Bullocl^ for tine purpose of manufacturing a durable 
wipe which can hold a predetermined amount of moisture. 

3. Claims 32, 38 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sosalla and Bullock in view of Nakamura (US 5,152,121). 

In claims 32 and 38, the modified invention of Sosalla discloses the invention as 
claimed including zigzag folding a manufactured, pre-moistened pad and subsequent 
packaging into a container. What the modified invention of Sosalla does not disclose is 
the arrangement of pad into a roll. However, Nakamura teaches that it is old and well 
known in the art at the time the invention was made to form a web of pre-moistened 
material into a roll for the purpose of providing a web of material which can be easily 
removed from a container (see figures 1 and 7). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have provided the modified invention of Sosalla with 
the formed roll as taught by Nakamura for the purpose of providing a web of material 
which can be easily removed from a container. 

In claim 40, Sosalla discloses the invention as claimed including a cleansing strip 
comprising a plurality of interlinked hydro-entangled cotton wool cleansing pads 22, 
joined together edge to edge by tear-away links 25 (see figures 1 , 3, 4, 9 and para. 
0053-0061). 

What Sosalla does not disclose is the material having a dry weight in the range 
170-250 or 200-250 grams per square meter and the rolling of the material and 
placement into a container. However, Bullock teaches that it is old and well known in 
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the art at the time the invention was made to manufacture a web of pre-moistened 
hydro-entangled material with a dry weight of up to 200 grams per meter for the purpose 
of manufacturing a durable wipe which can hold a predetermined amount of moisture 
(see para. 0068). Moreover, Nakamura teaches that it is old and well known in the art 
at the time the invention was made to form a web of pre-moistened material into a roll 
for the purpose of providing a web of material which can be easily removed from a 
container (see figures 1 and 7). 

Therefore, It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill In the art at 
the time the invention was made to have provided the modified invention of Sosalla with 
the material dry weight as taught by Bullock and rolling the material in lieu of folding for 
the purpose of manufacturing a durable wipe which can hold a predetermined amount of 
moisture In a container. 

4. Claims 35, 36, 41 and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sosalla and Bullock in view of Nakamura et al. (US 5,344,007). 

The modified invention of Sosalla discloses the invention as a claimed as applied 
to claim 33 above including the formation of a web of cleaning strips, having a dry 
weight of up to 200 grams per meter. What the modified invention of Sosalla does not 
disclose is the impregnation of cleansing liquid and removal of excess moisture. 
However, Nakamura teaches that it is old and well known in the art to provide a web of 
material which is immersed in a liquid and subsequently compressed to remove excess 
liquid (see col. 5, line 56 — col. 6, line 8 and col. 8, line 32-48). 
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Therefore, it would liave been obvious to one liaving ordinary sl^ill in tlie art at 
the time the invention was made to have provided the modified invention of Sosalla with 
the wetting method as taught by Nal^amura for the purpose of forming a stack of pre- 
moistened wipes. 



Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to PAUL R. DURAND whose telephone number is 
(571)272-4459. The examiner can normally be reached on IFP. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rinaldi I. Rada can be reached on 571-272-4467. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding tine status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/PAUL R. DURAND/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3721 

May 14, 2009 



